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Mr* ^ohann I^uah ' • .* 

116 New ^otttepmery ; . , ^•, .- 

Sen i^'reucieooft Calif. .• *' v- •-.' *•' ply y •' 

Dear Mr* Buo^t . ■■->•• 

Wiiea FeuX iiocii iuWrvii3wed you a yesr esO| it we»s at my reQuaet. 

X^Uen Garrison eent Bm Yurner to sea you, it also was bgoauae of rae. I had biea 
looking for you, ,c 
ms de p t o swe W; od t ei de 
perents^ 

' b r recm f go ta$a • 





Incidents in Oswald^e care;^r , the 



greatest trouble to hldoi^j^^ 






One of^tUe intere ’ting things’ is tbet we hov^> not been able to find say 
fSl report of an interview with you, yet there is one of Born 'Botman being inter-» 
viewed* You, not :h?:^ todctheae, piet^^ be Interesatlng to^^^ 

intorviewod you the eeaoaeinatl^^^ Tha 

TBI did Investigate ~ i U- fore eogast^ine tn»y\ y 

also made efforts to withhold this from the barren Commission* They did withhold 
their reports of it# 

I have now located and the Secret ^:ervlce describea es the", 

original film you took* This means after editing, ae aired* , hes olefity ^tending 
to melee mo bi?lipye they kept, the original end returned s copy* They did not give 
this to the Co^issioh. I am the first to examino it•'^Becau^e they ; 

can-only wonder why they gave tho Oomnii«elon a difforent copy •'Oho of the pos-^ '' 
. fiiblo reasons la to hide the ihen^^^^ .with PswalrU The description 

this film rO fora to twoy but examination of it dificlosQs but ; the ohexkwsii ; ' : 

known, Ch^^rleo Steelo, the young men in short, Hqyo you any recollection of the 
second or other, men with hlm‘^ 

\ 1 now have Bevoral simost identical doacriptioufi of . one such maUi ,a 

^atih-American type, teller than Oswald, ^*'elghlng about BOO pounds# On^i an eerliar 
oocBslon, ho W 83 seen taking picturea, of Ostfald’o distribution* Aside from the ML 
^ man, do you reoaW any pther ^photOj^dpher at , 

D^d y(m talk to Oawcld or’ any men? If ao,. whet did they say? ' 

You had lunch with Doloroa Neeley* ©id she sey anything ebout this incident or 
those in your film? She knew some of them, including those from out of town* Do 
you know where she now is? 

Did the federal agents select the frames to be printed? If so# idd 
they indicdte eny reasons for their eelaotions? The Secret Service report, for 
example^ says you provided 17 prl&te* And I have FBI rejporta of their showing six 


















different prints to witnassea. I do not aec^ -in the existing footage^ ehough 
different film to cause 17 prints to be made, nor em I certain there are 
efaough different sequences of relevance to the inveetlgation to warrant six# 

If you oould examine your existing footage again, perhaps it will suggest to you v 
Tfhich atilla you had printed and maybe sequences not now in .the film# It m 
also recall what may have been in the outtekes# 

• Another possibility of interest is that the FBI Interviewed you- about 
this film shortly after you took it and before the seaasslnation# The agent who 
then seemed most interested is Jfarrea fleBrueys^ but I also ask you If* one ^ilton 
Kaack ever questioned you^- or whet^^ your knowledge, before, the aBsaaeination, 

"eny^ agents asked to examine the Rootage?. 



In short, a Laos t anything you can, rememte r about the 
his possible assocletea can todey be es significant as it could 



film, Oswald; and 
have Iboen earlier# 



t .1 

l:; '7 






I would appreciate it if you could take the time to let ine know whatever you do, : 




■ MlaeisBippi . If you know -t his ra can be reached, that cah^ helpful* 

I thinldtt he colled hie :^nnea^^ 120, Do you know eny other- 

photographers who may hayc^bSvei^d or made film of Oswald, Ferr.ie, or nny ofjtte above? 



I do thank you for any help you can offer. 















» .•** 'V \ 

Sincerely, ' i', . . 

. . , 7 , ' V Harold iltoisberg ■ ' x 










